ARMY  ENGINEER  DISTRICT  ST  LOUIS  MO  F/6  13/13 

NATIONAL  DAM  SAFETY  PROGRAM.  BUTTERFLY  LAKE  DAM  <MO  3Ut>01>  AND  — ETC(U) 
SEP  7B  A  L  JOHNSON 


A1047 


SECURITY  CLASSIFICATION  OF  THIS  PAGE  (When  Date  Entered) 


REPORT  DOCUMENTATION  PAGE 


REPORT  NUMBER 


4.  TITLE  (and  Subtitle} 

Phase  I  Dam  Inspection  Report 

National  Dam  Safety  Program 

5.  TYPE  OF  REPORT  &  PERIOD  COVERED 

Final  Report 

Rainbow  Lake  Dam  (MO  30641) 
i Ste .  Genevieve  County,  Missouri 

6.  PERFORMING  ORG.  REPORT  NUMBER 

7-  AUTHORO) 

B.  CONTRACT  OR  GRANT  NUMBER^*) 

Corps  of  Engineers,  St.  Louis  District 

N/A 

V  PERFORMING  ORGANIZATION  NAME  AND  ADDRESS 

10.  PROGRAM  ELEMENT.  PROJECT,  TASK 
AREA  ft  WORK  UNIT  NUM8EPS 

U.S.  Army  Engineer  District,  St.  Louis 

Dam  Inventory  and  Inspection  Section,  LMSED-PD 

1  '  '  /  i 

210  Tucker  Blvd.,  North,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63101 

11.  CONTROLLING  OFFICE  NAME  ANO  ADDRESS 

12.  REPORT  DATE 

U.S.  Army  Engineer  District,  St.  Louis  // 

September  1978 

Dam  Inventory  and  Inspection  Section,  LMSED-PD  ....  '1 

13.  NUMBER  OF  PAGES 

210  Tucker  Blvd.,  North,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63101 

Approximately  45 

14.  MONITORING  AGENCY  NAME  ft  ADORESSf//  dltlerent  from  Controlling  Oltlco) 

15.  SECURITY  CLASS,  (of  thte  report) 

^  National  Dam  Safety  Program.  Butterfly 

UNCLASSIFIED 

_ _ j(‘  Lake  Dam  (MO  30501)  and  Rainbow  Lake 

15a.  DECLASSIFICATION/ DOWNGRADING 

\  Dam  (MO  30641),  Mississippi  -  Kaskaskia  - 

SCHEDULE 

i«.  oisTRiSi  St*  Loui-s  Basin,  Ste.  Genevieve  County,  — 
Missouri.  Phase  I  Inspection  Report. 

Approved  for  release;  distribution  unlimited. 

/> 

_ •  /; _ 

17.  DISTRIBUTION  STATEMENT  (of  the  abstract  antarad  In  Block  30,  II  dlllarant  Iran  Report) 

It.  SUPPLEMENTARY  NOTES 

_ jffe  ^  1  ‘  ■ 

If.  KEY  WORDS  (Continue  on  rereroe  aide  if  necememry  end  identify  by  block  number) 

Dam  Safety,  Lake,  Dam  Inspection,  Private  Dams 


XT  AKTKACT  (Cocrtbtua  as  www  M  H  rmcaaaary  and  Identity  by  block  numborj 

This  report  was  prepared  under  the  National  Program  of  Inspection  of 
Non-Federal  Dams.  This  report  assesses  the  general  condition  of  the  dam  with 
respect  to  safety,  based  on  available  data  and  on  visual  inspection,  to 
determine  if  the  dam  poses  hazards  to  human  life  or  property. 


rOITION  OF  *  NOV  «S  IS  OBSOLETE 


/  V  - _  UNCLASSIFIED  (  J 

SECURITY  CLASSIFICATION  OF  THIS  PAGE  (Whan  Dafa  Enfaracf) 


security  classification  of  this  page  (When  Date  Entered) 


REPORT  DOCUMENTATION  PAGE 


REPORT  NUMBER 


READ  INSTRUCTIONS 
BEFORE  COMPLETING  FORM 


2.  GOVT  ACCESSION  NO.I  3.  RECIPIENT’S  CATALOG  NUMBER 


TITLE  (end  Subtitle) 

Phase  I  Dam  Inspection  Report 
National  Dam  Safety  Program 
Butterfly  Lake  Dam  (MO  30501) 
Ste.  Genevieve  County,  Missouri 


1-  AUTHORf.J 

Corps  of  Engineers,  St.  Louis  District 


*•  PERFORMING  ORGANIZATION  NAME  AND  ADDRESS 

U.S.  Amy  Engineer  District,  St.  Louis 

Dam  Inventory  and  Inspection  Section,  LMSED-PD 

210  Tucker  Blvd.,  North,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63101 


H.  CONTROLLING  OFFICE  NAME  ANO  AOORESS 

U.S.  Army  Engineer  District,  St.  Louis 

Dam  Inventory  and  Inspection  Section,  LMSED-PD 

210  Tucker  Blvd.,  North,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63101 


5.  TYPE  OF  REPORT  ft  PERIOD  COVERED 

Final  Report 


6.  PERFORMING  ORG.  REPORT  NUMBER 


8.  CONTRACT  OR  GRANT  NUMBER/*) 


<0.  PROGRAM  ELEMENT.  PROJECT,  TASK 
AREA  A  WORK  UNIT  NUMBERS 


REPORT  DATE 


September  1978 


13.  NUMBER  OF  PAGES 

Approximately  45 


MONITORING  AGENCY  NAME  ft  ADDRESS///  dtllerant  Irom  Controlling  Oil  Ice)  IS.  SECURITY  CLASS,  (ot  chi,  report) 

UNCLASSIFIED 


15a.  DECLASSIFICATION/ DOWNGRADING 
SCHEDULE 


16.  DISTRIBUTION  STATEMENT  (ot  thlm  Report) 


Approved  for  release;  distribution  unlimited. 


17.  DISTRIBUTION  STATEMENT  (ot  the  abetted  entered  In  Block  20,  It  different  from  Report) 


If.  KEY  WORDS  (Continue  on  rmvr me  aide  if  neceammry  end  Identify  by  block  number) 

Dam  Safety,  Lake,  Dam  Inspection,  Private  Dams 


ABSTRACT  fC eottmue  earn  revere*  etda  ft  neeeeeeey  mod  Identity  by  block  number) 

This  report  was  prepared  under  the  National  Program  of  Inspection  of 
Non-Federal  Dams.  This  report  assesses  the  general  condition  of  the  dam  with 
respect  to  safety,  based  on  available  data  and  on  visual  inspection,  to 
determine  if  the  dam  poses  hazards  to  human  life  or  property. 


I 


FORM 

t  JAM  73 


EDITION  OF  »  MOV  «S  IS  OBSOLETE 


_ UNCLASSIFIED _ 

SECURITY  CLASSIFICATION  OF  THIS  PAGE  /»R*n  Dele  Entered) 


RIVER  AUX  VASES  BASIN 

BUTTERFLY  AND  RAINBOW  LAKES 
STE.  GENEVIEVE  COUNTY,  MISSOURI 

MISSOURI  INVENTORY  NOS. 
BUTTERFLY  LAKE  MO.  30501 
RAINBOW  LAKE  MO.  30641 


PHASE  I  INSPECTION  REPORT 
NATIONAL  DAM  SAFETY  PROGRAM 


PREPARED  BY:  ST. 

FOR: 


LOUIS  DISTRICT  CORPS  OF  ENGINEERS 
GOVERNOR  OF  MISSOURI 


-  /f 

Up- 


SEPTEMBER  1978 


PHASE  I  REPORT 


: 

1 


NATIONAL  DAM  SAFETY  PROGRAM 


Name  of  Dam 
State  Located 
County  Located 
Stream 

Date  of  Inspection 


Butterfly  and  Rainbow  Lakes 

Missouri 

Ste.  Genevieve 

River  aux  Vases 

21  August  1978 


Butterfly  Lake  Dam  No.  Mo.  30501  and  Rainbow  Lake  Dam  No.  Mo. 
30641  were  inspected  using  the  "Recommended  Guidelines  for  Safety 
Inspection  of  Dams."  These  guidelines  were  developed  by  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  U.  S.  Army,  Washington,  D.  C.,  with  the  help  of 
Federal  and  state  agencies,  professional  engineering  organizations, 
and  private  engineers.  The  resulting  guidelines  are  considered  to 
represent  a  consensus  of  the  engineering  profession. 

Based  on  the  criteria  in  the  guidelines,  the  dams  are  in  the 
high  hazard  potential  classification,  which  means  that  loss  of  life 
and  appreciable  property  loss  could  occur  in  the  event  of  failure  of 
the  dams.  Four  houses  would  be  subjected  to  flooding  with  possible 
damage  and/or  destruction  and  possible  loss  of  life.  Butterfly  Dam 
is  in  the  intermediate  size  classification  since  it  is  greater  than 
40  feet  high.  Rainbow  Dam  is  in  the  small  size  classification 
because  it  is  greater  than  25  feet  high. 

Inspection  and  evaluation  indicate  that  the  outlet  facilities 
of  Butterfly  and  Rainbow  Lakes  do  not  meet  the  criteria  set  forth  in 
the  guidelines  for  dams  having  the  above  size  and  hazard  potential. 
Butterly  Dam  is  an  intermediate  size  dam  with  a  high  hazard 
potential  required  by  the  guidelines  to  pass  the  PMF.  It  was 
determined  that  the  outlet  facilities  will  pass  20  percent  of  the 
PMF  without  overtopping  the  dam.  Rainbow  Dam  is  a  small  size  dam 
with  a  high  hazard  potential  required  by  the  guidelines  to  pass  from 
one-half  PMF  to  the  PMF.  However,  considering  the  high  hazard 
potential  to  life  (four  families)  and  property  downstream  of  the 
dam,  the  outlet  facilities  should  be  able  to  pass  the  PMF  without 
overtopping  the  dam.  It  was  determined  that  the  outlet  facilities 
will  pass  15  percent  of  the  PMF  without  overtopping  the  dam. 

The  outlet  facilities  of  Butterfly  Dam  will  pass  the  100-year 
flood  without  overtopping  the  dam.  Rainbow  Dam  outlet  facilities 
will  not  pass  the  100-year  flood.  The  100-year  flood  is  defined  as 
a  flood  that  has  a  1  percent  chance  of  being  equalled  or  exceeded 
during  any  given  year.  .  ,  .  ' 


\ 

Since  the  outlet  facilities  for  the  Butterfly  Lake  and  Rainbow 
Lake  Dams  are  not  capable  of  passing  a  minimum  of  one-half  (50 
percent)  of  the  PMF  without  overtopping  the  dam  and  causing  failure, 
the  outlet  facilities  are  considered  seriously  inadequate  and  the 
dams  are  accordingly  classified  unsafe,  non-emergency  structures. 

Other  deficiencies  visually  observed  by  the  inspection  team  ^ 
were  need  for  removal  of  brush  and  small  trees  on  the  dam  and 
spillway,  and  the  need  for  riprap  protection  at  the  dam/spillway 
interface  to  prevent  erosion  from  high  spillway  flows.  The  lack  of 
stability  and  seepage  analyses  on  record  is  a  deficiency  that  should 
be  corrected. 

It  is  recommended  that  the  owner  take  action  to  correct  or 
control  the  deficiencies  described. 


St.  Louis  District 
Corps  of  Engineers 


CHIEN  H.  HSIEH 
Hydraulic  Engineer 
St.  Louis  District 
Corps  of  Engineers 
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PHASE  I  INSPECTION  REPORT 
NATIONAL  DAM  SAFETY  PROGRAM 
BUTTERFLY  LAKE  DAM  -  ID  NO.  30501 
RAINBOW  LAKE  DAM  -  ID  NO.  30641 


SECTION  1  -  PROJECT  INFORMATION 

1 . 1  GENERAL 

a.  Authority.  The  National  Dam  Inspection  Act,  Public  Law 
92-367,  authorized  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  through  the  Corps  of 
Engineers,  to  initiate  a  program  of  safety  inspection  of  dams 
throughout  the  United  States.  Pursuant  to  the  above,  the  St.  Louis 
District,  Corps  of  Engineers,  District  Engineer  directed  that  a 
safety  inspection  of  the  Butterfly  Lake  Dam  and  Rainbow  Lake  Dam  be 
made. 

b.  Purpose  of  Inspection.  The  purpose  of  the  inspection  was 
to  make  an  assessment  of  the  general  condition  of  the  dam  with 
respect  to  safety,  based  upon  available  data  and  visual  inspection, 
in  order  to  determine  if  the  dam  poses  hazards  to  human  life  or 
property. 

c.  Evaluation  Criteria.  Criteria  used  to  evaluate  the  dam 
were  furnished  by  the  Department  of  the  Army,  Office  of  the  Chief  of 
Engineers,  in  "Recommended  Guidelines  for  Safety  Inspection  of 
Dams."  These  guidelines  were  developed  with  the  help  of  several 
Federal  agencies  and  many  state  agencies,  professional  engineering 
organizations,  and  private  engineers. 

1.2  DESCRIPTION  OF  PROJECT 

a.  Description  of  Dam  and  Appurtenances.  Butterfly  and 
Rainbow  Lakes  are  earth  dams  which  provide  recreational  lakes  for  a 
girl  scout  camp.  Butterfly  Lake  is  the  upstream-most  of  a  series  of 
three  lakes;  Rainbow  Lake  is  in  the  middle.  A  third  lake,  Lake 
Kal-Tatri,  immediately  downstream  of  Rainbow,  has  a  separate  owner 
and  was  not  part  of  this  inspection.  Butterfly  Lake  has  a  spillway 
consisting  of  six  24-inch  corrugated  metal  pipes  with  concrete 
headwalls  at  the  left  abutment  and  an  auxiliary  spillway  under 
construction  along  a  westward  extension  of  the  dam  axis.  Rainbow 
Lake  has  a  spillway  consisting  of  four  50-inch  x  31-inch  corrugated 
metal  pipe  arches  with  concrete  headwalls  at  the  right  abutment. 

b.  Location.  Section  27  and  34,  Township  36  North,  Range  7 

East. 

c.  Size  Classification.  Intermediate  for  Butterfly  Lake  Dam 
and  small  for  Rainbow  Lake  Dam. 


d.  Hazard  Classification.  High. 

e.  Ownership.  River  Bliffs  Girl  Scout  Council,  Glen  Carbon, 
Illinois . 

NOTE:  The  property  line  reportedly  passes  through  Rainbow  Dam, 
placing  the  downstream  slope  on  the  property  of  Mr.  Kalicak,  owner 
of  the  other  lake  downstream. 

f.  Purpose  of  Dam.  Recreation  -  Resort  Area. 

g.  Design  and  Construction  History.  The  dams  were  built  in 
the  mid-1960's  (Butterfly,  1962;  Rainbow,  1964)  by  Mr.  Ralicak,  a 
contractor  and  owner  of  the  downstream  lake  (Kal-Tatri  MO.  31039). 
The  dams  were  acquired  by  the  Girl  Scouts  in  approximately  1967.  No 
preconstruction  design  information  or  detailed  construction  data  is 
known  to  exist.  However,  significant  remedial  work  was  done  to 
Butterfly  Lake  in  1973  by  Ballman  Construction  Company.  M.  B. 

Corlew  &  Associates,  Edwardsville,  Illinois,  performed  the  design 
and  engineering  support  for  the  repairs.  Repairs  included 
restoration  of  an  eroded  area,  installation  of  drains,  filling  of 
cracks,  spillway  repairs,  and  installation  of  pore  pressure  and 
movement  instrumentation.  See  Appendix  B  to  this  report  for  a 
drawing  of  these  repairs.  Accompanying  engineering  reports  are  on 
record. 


h.  Normal  Operating  Procedure.  No  operating  records  exist. 
At  both  (2)  dams,  outflow  passes  through  ungated  culverts. 

1 . 3  PERTINENT  DATA 

a.  Combined  Drainage  and  Lake  Surface  Area. 

1.83  square  miles  (Butterfly) 

0.89  square  miles  (between  Butterfly  and  Rainbow) 

2.72  square  miles  (upstream  of  Rainbow) 

b.  Discharge  at  Damsite. 

(1)  Estimated  ungated  emergency  spillway  capacity  at  maximum 
pool  elevation. 

1770  cfs  (Butterfly) 

1180  cfs  (Rainbow) 

(2)  Estimated  culvert  spillway  capacity  at  maximum  pool 
elevation. 


205  cfs  (Butterfly) 
405  cfs  (Rainbow) 


(3)  Estimated  experienced  maximum  flood  at  damsite  -  Unknown. 

c.  Elevation  (Feet  Above  M.S.L.).  (Reference  to  benchmark 
used  by  consulting  engineer;  802.0  flow  line  of  second  culvert  at 
Butterfly  Dam.) 

(1)  Top  of  dam  (minimum  elevation  of  earth  embankment). 

808.0  (Butterfly) 

771.4  (Rainbow) 

(2)  Spillway  crest. 

803.5  (Butterfly) 

767.7  (Rainbow) 

(3)  Upstream  Outlet  Invert. 

802.15  (Butterfly) 

765.56  (Rainbow) 

(4)  Downstream  Outlet  Invert. 

801.71  (Butterfly) 

765.26  (Rainbow) 

(5)  Maximum  tailwater  -  Unknown. 

(6)  Streambed  at  centerline  of  dam  -  estimated. 

740  (Butterfly) 

735  (Rainbow) 

d.  Reservoir.  Length  of  maximum  pool. 

5200  feet  (Butterfly) 

1200  feet  (Rainbow) 

e.  Storage  (Acre-feet).  Top  of  Dam  Estimated. 

1030  (Butterfly) 

460  (Rainbow) 

f .  Reservoir  Surface  (Acres). 

(1)  Top  of  dam. 

75  acres  (Butterfly) 

45  acres  (Rainbow) 
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(2)  Spillway  crest. 

65  acres  (Butterfly) 

35  acres  (Rainbow) 

g.  Dam. 

(1 )  Butterfly  Dam. 

Type  -  Earthfill. 

Length  -  1100  feet. 

Height  -  41  +  feet  above  Rainbow  Lake  water  surface. 

Top  width  -  22  feet. 

Side  Slopes  -  1  V  on  3  H. 

Zoning  -  Unknown. 

Impervious  Core  -  Unknown. 

Cutoff  -  Unknown;  concrete  wall  5  feet  high  by  8  inches 
wide  for  entire  length  of  dam,  per  Mr.  Kalicak,  original  owner  and 
builder. 

Grout  curtain  -  Unknown. 

(2)  Rainbow  Dam. 

Type  -  Earthfill 
Length  -  900  feet 
Height  -  30.5  +  feet 
Top  width  -  16  feet. 

Side  Slopes  -  1  V  on  2.5  H. 

Zoning  -  Unknown. 

Impervious  Core  -  Unknown. 

Cutoff  -  Unknown;  none  according  to  Mr.  Kalicak,  original 
owner  and  builder. 


Grout  curtain  -  Unknown 


h.  Outlet  Works. 


Types. 


6-24-inch  cmp  (Butterfly) 

4-50-  x  31-inch  cmp  (Rainbow) 

i.  Emergency  Spillway.  See  Section  5,  paragraphs  5.1c(3)  and 
5.1c(4)  for  a  description  of  each  spillway. 


SECTION  2  -  ENGINEERING  DATA 


2.1  DESIGN 

No  design  drawings  or  data  are  known  to  exist  for  the  original 
construction  of  Butterfly  Dam  or  Rainbow  Dam.  However,  major 
repairs  to  Butterfly  Dam  were  designed  by  M.  B.  Corlew  &  Associates 
in  1973  after  a  stability  analysis  of  the  then-existing  conditions 
in  a  slide  area.  Pertinent  design  data  are  included  in  Appendix  B. 

No  detailed  stability  analyses  or  seepage  analyses  of  the  existing 
dam  are  on  record. 

2.2  CONSTRUCTION 

The  two  dams  were  reportedly  constructed  by  the  previous  owner, 
Mr.  Kalicak,  a  contractor.  No  detailed  information  was  found  to  be 
available.  However,  Mr.  Kalicak,  the  original  owner  and  builder, 
stated  that  the  dams  were  constructed  using  borrow  material  from  the 
lake  area,  placed  in  less  than  12-inch  lifts  and  compacted  with 
sheepsfoot  roller.  The  dams  are  founded  on  rock.  Mr.  Kalicak 
stated  that  Butterfly  Lake  has  a  5-foot  high  by  8-inch  wide  concrete 
cutoff  wall  the  entire  length  of  the  dam. 

2.3  OPERATION 

The  Girl  Scout  Council  maintains  a  file  of  pertinent 
information  regarding  repair,  major  maintenance,  engineer's  reports, 
etc.  The  owner  has  periodically  engaged  the  engineer  to  read 
piezometers  and  evaluate  the  dam. 

2.4  EVALUATION 

a.  Availability.  Pertinent  information  is  maintained  by  the 
owner  and  the  engineer  and  was  made  available  to  the  inspection  team. 

b.  Adequacy.  The  background  data  and  analyses  furnished  by 
the  owner  and  engineer  and  the  field  surveys  and  visual  inspections 
presented  herein  are  considered  adequate  to  support  the  conclusions 
of  this  report.  Seepage  and  stability  analyses  comparable  to  the 
requirements  of  the  guidelines  are  not  on  record.  This  is  a 
deficiency  which  should  be  rectified. 

c.  Validity.  The  design  of  repairs  to  the  Butterfly  Dam  is 
considered  to  have  been  performed  in  accordance  with  good 
engineering  practice. 


SECTION  3  -  VISUAL  INSPECTION 


3.1  FINDINGS 

a.  General.  Four  representatives  of  the  Girl  Scout  Council 
accompanied  the  inspection  team.  The  downstream  slope  of  Rainbow 
Lake  was  reported  to  be  off  the  Girl  Scout  property,  but  was 
inspected  by  the  team.  A  third,  smaller  lake,  is  located 
immediately  downstream  but  is  owned  by  Mr.  Kalicak,  the  previous 
owner  of  the  Girl  Scout  property,  and  was  inspected  at  a  later  date 
and  is  discussed  in  a  separate  report. 

b.  Project  Geology*  Thin  residual  soils  cover  bedrock  of 
Cambrian  age  in  the  vicinity  of  the  lakes.  Spillway  outlet  channels 
of  both  dams  are  cut  in  fine  to  medium-grained  brown  sandstone.  The 
right  downstream  abutment  of  Butterfly  Dam  is  formed  against  a 
near-vertical  rock  bluff. 

c.  Dams.  No  detrimental  settlement,  cracks,  active  slides  or 
sinkholes  were  observed  in  or  near  the  embankment.  Embankment 
cross-sections  near  the  maximum  height  section  for  each  dam  are 
shown  on  PLATES  3  and  4.  These  slopes  are  typical  of  the  overall 
embankments.  An  old,  healed  slide  is  present  on  the  downstream  face 
of  Butterfly  Dam  at  the  location  of  the  surveyed  section.  The 
owner's  engineer  has  installed  6  piezometers  in  this  section  and  a 
row  of  horizontally  alined  metal  posts  along  the  mid-slope  to 
monitor  movement. 

A  small  seep  with  an  area  of  cattails  about  5  feet  square 
was  noted  along  the  right  downstream  abutment  of  Butterfly  Dam. 

This  seep  may  be  a  natural  spring  from  the  adjacent  rock  bluff  which 
was  blocked  by  the  embankment.  Embankment  seepage  at  Butterfly  Dam 
was  corrected  in  1973  by  installation  of  a  drainage  system  on  the 
west  side.  The  drainage  system  outlet  was  found  to  be  in  good 
condition  and  not  flowing.  A  trace  of  silt  was  present  in  the 
bottom  of  the  pipe.  No  seepage  was  observed  on  Rainbow  Dam. 

At  both  Butterfly  and  Rainbow  dams,  the  next  lake 
downstream  is  near  or  at  the  dam  toe;  however,  the  lower  pools  do 
not  submerge  the  embankment  since  bedrock  foundation  generally 
outcrops  at  this  same  location. 

Some  minor  erosion  was  noted  on  both  dams.  A  major 
erosion  problem  on  the  right  abutment  of  Butterfly  Dam  was  corrected 
in  1973  by  adding  fill  and  diverting  road  drainage  to  a  new  storm 
drain  along  the  embankment  face. 


Both  embankments  had  scattered  light  brush  on  the 
downstream  face  in  addition  to  the  desired  turf.  If  left 
uncontrolled,  such  growth  could  eventually  include  trees  and  be  a 
potential  seepage  hazard.  The  upstream  faces  had  generally  heavier 
brush  and  a  few  small  trees.  The  crown  of  Rainbow  Dam  had  tall 
grass  and  the  slopes  evidenced  less  maintenance  than  Butterfly  Dam. 
The  lack  of  maintenance  may  be  related  to  the  dual  ownership  of  the 
dam  discussed  in  Section  1. 

Based  on  surface  observation,  the  dams  are  composed  of 
brown,  sandy  clays  from  residual  soils  in  the  immediate  vicinity. 
Small  rocks  are  also  present. 

Small  riprap,  less  than  12  inches,  and  generally  below  6 
inches  in  diameter,  is  present  over  much  of  the  upstream  slopes,  but 
does  not  provide  complete,  uniform  coverage.  No  significant  wave 
erosion  was  observed;  both  lakes  are  short  and  protected  against 
winds  by  surrounding  hilly  topography. 

d.  Appurtenant  Structures.  Butterfly  Dam  has  a  spillway  in 
the  left  abutment  consisting  of  six  24-inch  corrugated  metal  pipes 
with  a  concrete  headwall  at  either  end.  During  the  1973  repairs,  a 
void  beneath  the  spillway  was  filled  with  concrete  and  a  short 
downstream  apron  was  added.  The  outlet  channel  is  cut  in  brown 
sandstone.  A  number  of  small  trees  are  gowing  up  in  the  outlet 
channel.  The  outlet  channel  is  adjacent  to  the  embankment  and  large 
flows  could  threaten  erosion  of  the  embankment  materials.  A  flow 
less  than  1  cubic  foot  per  second  was  occurring  at  the  time  of  the 
inspection. 


An  emergency  spillway  is  being  constructed  by  cutting 
through  and  lowering  a  road  along  the  western  extension  of  the  dam 
axis . 


Rainbow  Lake  has  a  spillway  in  the  right  abutment 
consisting  of  four  50-  by  31 -inch  corrugated-metal  pipe  arches  with 
concrete  headwalls.  The  outflow  passes  over  a  recently-constructed 
short  concrete  apron  and  into  an  outlet  channel  of  brown  sandstone. 
Similar  to  Butterfly  Dam  above,  large  spillway  flows  could  threaten 
embankment  erosion.  Trees  and  dense  brush  are  present  in  the 
spillway  approach  channel  and  restrict  its  usefulness. 

e.  Reservoir  Areas.  No  pertinent  problems  were  noted. 

f.  Downstream  Channel.  Both  dams  have  another  lake 
immediately  downstream  of  the  rock  cut  outlet  channels  discussed 
above. 


3.2  EVALUATION. 


Several  items  are  deficient  which  should  be  corrected.  Brush 
and  small  trees  on  the  downstream  slope  need  to  be  removed  on  both 
dams.  Riprap  or  other  erosion  protection  at  spillway /embankment 
interface  is  needed.  Maintenance  on  downstream  slope  of  Rainbow  Dam 
needs  to  be  increased. 


SECTION  4  -  OPERATIONAL  PROCEDURES 


4.1  PROCEDURES 

Operational  procedures  are  nonexistent  since  the  dams  have 
uncontrolled  spillways. 

4.2  MAINTENANCE  OF  DAM 

An  effort  at  maintenance  is  evident  by  the  magnitude  of  past 
repairs,  absence  of  large  trees  or  erosion,  etc.  As  previously 
discussed,  maintenance  at  Rainbow  Dam  is  somewhat  poorer  than  at 
Butterfly  Dam.  With  mowing  and  removal  of  brush  on  embankments  and 
in  spillways,  maintenance  would  be  considered  good. 

4.3  MAINTENANCE  OF  OPERATING  FACILITIES 
Not  applicable. 

4.4  DESCRIPTION  OF  ANY  WARNING  SYSTEM  IN  EFFECT 
No  warning  system  is  known  to  exist. 

4.5  EVALUATION 

Additional  maintenance  in  the  form  of  mowing  and  clearing  brush 
from  the  embankments  and  spillways  is  recommended.  However,  it  was 
evident  that  the  owners  have  an  obvious  interest  in  maintaining  the 
integrity  of  the  dams,  as  evidenced  by  their  accomplishing  major 
repairs  of  Butterfly  Lake  Dam  and  monitoring  the  structure  under  the 
direction  of  an  engineer. 


SECTION  5  -  HYDRAULIC/HYDROLOGIC 


5.1  EVALUATION  OF  FEATURES 

a.  Design  Data.  A  design  drawing  prepared  for  a  repair 
contract  on  Butterfly  Lake  Dam  was  provided  by  the  owner.  This 
sheet  was  a  contour  map  of  Butterfly  Dam  at  a  contour  interval  of  1 
foot  prepared  by  M.  B.  Corlew  &  Associates,  Inc.  No  original  design 
data  are  available  for  Rainbow  Lake  Dam. 

b.  Experience  Data.  The  drainage  area  and  lake  surface  area 
were  developed  from  USGS  Sprott  and  South  West  Weingarten,  Missouri 
7-1/2  Minute  Quadrangle  Maps.  The  spillway  and  outlet  data  were 
surveyed  during  the  inspection. 

c.  Visual  Observations. 

(1)  No  drawdown  facilities  are  available  to  evacuate  the  pool 
of  either  Butterfly  or  Rainbow  Lakes. 

(2)  Low  Level  Outlets. 

(a)  The  outlet  works  for  Butterfly  Lake  consists  of  six 
24-inch  corrugated  metal  pipes  located  at  the  left  end  of  the  dam 
embankment.  The  inlet  invert  elevation  is  at  802.15  feet.  The 
outlet  invert  is  at  801.71  feet.  The  tailwater  flows  through  a 
steep  channel  cut  through  rock  in  the  left  abutment  of  the  dam.  The 
inlet  and  outlet  of  the  culvert  spillway  are  protected  by  concrete 
head-and-wing  walls.  Some  erosion  was  noted  at  the  right  hand 
downstream  wing  wall.  The  owner's  representative  stated  an 
intention  to  provide  future  protection.  (See  photographs  7  and  8.) 

b.  The  outlet  works  for  Rainbow  Lake  consisted  of  four 
corrugated  metal  arches  with  a  span  of  50  inches  and  a  rise  of  31 
inches,  located  at  the  right  side  of  the  dam  embankment.  The  inlet 
invert  elevation  is  765.56  feet.  The  outlet  invert  elevation  is 
765.26  feet.  The  tailwater  flows  through  a  steep  channel  cut  in  the 
rock  of  the  right  abutment  of  the  dam.  The  entrance  and  outlet  have 
concrete  head-and-wing  walls.  (See  photographs  16  and  17.) 

(3)  Butterfly  Lake's  emergency  spillway  is  located  on  the 
extreme  left  abutment.  The  spillway  consists  of  a  low  natural 
saddle.  The  owner  has  partially  degraded  a  previously  placed  road 
fill  in  the  spillway  area.  Rock  is  still  visible  throughout  the 
spillway  area.  See  the  profile  of  the  dam.  (See  photographs  9  and 
18.)  Flow  over  the  spillway  will  exit  down  a  small  valley  that 
empties  into  Rainbow  Lake.  The  spillway  is  judged  to  be 
sufficiently  stable  to  pass  overflows  below  the  minimum  elevation  of 
the  earth  embankment. 
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(4)  Rainbow  Lake's  spillway  located  in  the  right  abutment, 
adjoining  the  low  head  outlets,  had  small  trees  growing  along  the 
upstream  side  of  it.  Spillway  consisted  of  a  low  section  of  the  dam 
with  a  concrete  slab  as  part  of  it.  The  concrete  slab  is  arched  on 
the  ends.  (See  photographs  12  and  18.)  See  the  location  of  the 
spillway  on  PLATE  4.  The  spillway  area  that  was  not  covered  with 
concrete  was  generally  rock.  As  discussed  in  Section  3,  large 
spillway  flows  could  induce  erosion  of  the  adjacent  embankment. 

d.  Overtopping  Potential. 

(1)  Butterfly  Lake  Dam  will  be  overtopped  by  any  flood  greater 
than  20  percent  of  the  Probable  Maximum  Flood  (PMF).  The  probable 
maximum  flood  is  defined  as  the  flood  discharge  that  may  be  expected 
from  the  most  severe  combination  of  critical  meteorologic  and 
hydrologic  conditions  that  are  reasonably  possible  in  the  region. 

The  spillway  section  and  culverts  will  pass  the  1  percent  frequency 
flood  without  overtopping  the  dam.  Routing  the  PMF  through  the 
reservoir  reveals  that  the  dam  would  be  overtopped  for  approximately 
5.6  hours;  depth  of  overtopping  would  be  approximately  3.1  feet  and 
the  maximum  discharge  approximately  15,900  cfs.  A  1  percent 
frequency  flood  is  a  flood  with  a  1  percent  chance  of  being  exceeded 
in  any  given  year. 

(2)  Rainbow  Lake  Dam  will  be  overtopped  by  any  flood  greater 
than  15  percent  of  the  Probable  Maximum  Flood.  Routing  the  PMF 
through  the  reservoir  reveals  that  the  dam  would  be  overtopped  for 
appxoximately  7.4  hours;  depth  of  overtopping  would  be  approximately 
4.1  feet  and  the  maximum  discharge  approximately  23,300  cfs. 

Rainbow  Lake  will  not  pass  the  1  percent  frequency  flood  without 
overtopping. 

(3)  Since  the  outlet  facilities  for  Butterfly  Lake  and  Rainbow 
Lake  Dams  will  not  pass  one-half  (50  percent)  of  the  PMF  without 
overtopping  the  dam  and  causing  failure,  the  outlet  facilities  are 
considered  seriously  inadequate. 
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SECTION  6  -  STRUCTURAL  STABILITY 


6.1  EVALUATION  OF  STRUCTURAL  STABILITY 

a.  Visual  Observations.  Visual  observations  of  the  dams  and 
spillways  are  discussed  and  evaluated  in  Sections  3  and  5. 

b.  Design  and  Construction  Data.  These  data  are  discussed  in 
Section  2.  While  original  data  on  the  two  dams  are  not  known  to  be 
available,  substantial  data  are  available  for  the  remedial  work  done 
in  1973  to  Butterfly  Dam.  Pertinent  data  are  included  in  the 
appendix.  Seepage  and  stability  analyses  comparable  to  the 
requirements  of  the  guidelines  are  not  on  record.  This  is  a 
deficiency  which  should  be  rectified. 

c.  Operating  Records.  See  paragrph  2.3. 

d.  Post-Construction  Changes.  Major  rehabilitation  of 
Butterfly  Dam  was  accomplished  in  1973.  The  work  included 
restoration  of  an  eroded  area,  installation  of  embankment  drains  to 
control  seepage,  filling  of  cracks,  spillway  repairs,  and 
installation  of  pore  pressure  and  movement  instrumentation. 

e.  Seismic  Stability.  Both  dams  are  located  in  Seizmic  Zone 
2,  to  which  the  recommended  guidelines  assign  a  "moderate"  damage 
probability.  The  relatively  low  dam  heights  and  clayev  embankment 
materials  minimize  the  likelihood  of  dam  failure  due  to  earthquake. 


SECTION  7  -  ASSESSMENT/REMEDIAL  MEASURES 


7.1  DAM  ASSESSMENT 

a.  Safety.  Based  on  visual  inspection  and  review  of 
available  data,  the  dams  appear  to  be  stable  and  in  generally  good 
condition.  Brush  on  embankments  constitutes  a  potential  seepage 
hazard  and  provides  animal  habitat.  The  spillway  on  Butterfly  Dam 
is  inadequate  to  pass  the  Probable  Maximum  Flood  (PMF)  without 
overtopping  the  dam.  The  spillway  on  Rainbow  Dam  is  inadequate  to 
pass  the  Probable  Maximum  Flood  without  overtopping  the  dam. 

b.  Adequacy  of  Information.  The  statements  and  records 
herein  are  based  on  visual  data  and  information  furnished  by  the 
owner  and  the  owner's  engineer.  Butterfly  Dam  has  been  repaired 
based  on  recommendations  by  the  engineer  and  has  been  provided 
instrumentation  for  monitoring. 

Stability  and  seepage  analyses  comparable  to  the 
requirements  of  the  guidelines  (except  for  the  previous  condition  of 
Butterfly  Dam)  are  not  on  record.  This  is  a  deficiency  which  should 
be  rectified. 

c.  Urgency.  It  is  recommended  that  the  remedial  measures 
listed  in  Section  7.2  be  accomplished  in  the  near  future.  The  item 
recommended  in  paragraph  7.2c  should  be  pursued  on  a  high-priority 
basis. 


d.  Necessity  for  Phase  II.  No  Phase  II  inspection  is 
recommended.  Action  should  begin  on  the  remedial  actions  discussed 
in  this  report. 

7.2  REMEDIAL  MEASURES 

The  following  remedial  measures  are  recommended: 

a.  Remove  brush  and  mow  embankments  and  the  crown  of  Rainbow 
Dam.  Fill  any  holes  or  burrows  found. 

b.  Continue  the  present  program  of  monitoring  on  Butterfly 
Dam  and  periodic  evaluation  of  both  dams  by  an  engineer.  The  owner 
(River  Bluffs  Girl  Scout  Council)  is  commended  for  their  interest  in 
insuring  the  safety  of  their  structures  by  periodic  engineering 
evaluation. 

c.  Spillway  capacity  and/or  height  of  each  dam  should  be 
increased  to  pass  the  PMF  (Butterfly,  100  percent  PMF,  Rainbow  100 
percent  PMF)  without  overtopping  the  dam. 


d.  Operation  and  Maintenance  Procedures. 


(1)  Removal  of  the  trees  from  the  entrance  of  Rainbow  Lake 
spillway  would  increase  the  capacity  of  the  spillway  as  an  interim 
measure. 

(2)  Placement  of  riprap  or  other  protection  on  the  banks  at 
the  ends  of  the  wing  walls  on  the  tailwater  side  at  both  dams.  This 
will  minimize  the  hazard  of  embankment  erosion. 

(3)  Complete  removal  of  the  earthfill  from  Butterfly  Lake's 
emergency  spillway  which  will  increase  its  capacity  as  an  interim 
measure. 

(4)  Seepage  and  stability  analyses  should  be  performed  by  a 
professional  engineer  experienced  in  the  design  and  construction  of 
dams. 
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PHOTO  15 


Rainbow  Dam  -  Upstream  Slope 


PHOTO  16 


Rainbow  Dam  -  Upstream  Side 
of  Outlet 


Rainbow  Dan  -  Downstream  Side 
of  Outlet 


HYDROLOGIC  AND  HYDRAULIC  ANALYSIS  METHODOLOGY 


1.  The  hydrologic  analysis  used  in  development  of  the  overtopping 
potential  is  based  on  applying  a  hypothetical  storm  to  a  unit 
hydrograph  to  obtain  the  inflow  hydrograph  for  a  reservoir  routing. 
The  Probable  Maximum  Precipitation  is  derived  and  determined  from 
regional  charts  prepared  by  the  National  Weather  Service  in 
"Hydrometeorological  Report  No.  33."  Reduction  factors  have  not 
been  applied.  A  24-hour  storm  duration  is  assumed  with  the  total 
rainfall  depth  distributed  over  6-hour  periods  in  accordance  with 
procedures  outlined  in  EM  1110-2-1411  (SPF  Determination).  The 
maximum  6-hour  rainfall  period  is  then  distributed  to  hourly 
increments  by  the  same  criteria.  Within-the-hour  distribution  is 
based  upon  NOAA  Technical  Memorandum  NWS  HYDRO-35.  The  non-peak 
6-hour  rainfall  periods  are  distributed  uniformly.  All  distributed 
values  are  arranged  in  a  critical  sequence  by  the  SPF  criteria.  The 
final  inflow  hydrograph  is  produced  by  deduction  of  infiltration 
losses  appropriate  to  the  soil,  land  use,  and  antecedent  moisture 
conditions. 

2.  The  reservoir  routing  is  accomplished  by  using  Modified  Puls 
routing  techniques  wherein  the  flood  hydrograph  is  routed  through 
lake  storage.  Hydraulic  capacities  of  the  outlet  works,  spillway, 
and  crest  of  dam  are  used  as  outlet  controls  in  the  routing. 

Storage  in  the  pool  area  is  defined  by  an  elevation-storage  capacity 
curve.  The  hydraulic  capacity  of  the  outlet  works,  spillway,  and 
top  of  dam  are  defined  by  elevation-discharge  curves. 

3.  Dam  overtopping  analysis  has  been  conducted  by  hydrologic 
methods  for  this  dam  and  lake.  This  computation  determines  the 
percentage  of  the  PMF  hydrograph  that  the  reservoir  can  contain 
without  the  dam  being  overtopped.  An  output  summary  in  the 
hydrologic  appendix  displays  this  information  as  well  as  other 
characteristics  of  the  simulated  dam  overtopping. 

4.  The  above  methodology  has  been  accomplished  for  this  report 
using  the  systemized  computer  program  HEC-1  (Dam  Safety  Version), 
July  1978,  prepared  by  the  Hydrologic  Engineering  Center,  U.S.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers,  Davis,  California.  The  numeric  parameters 
estimated  for  this  site  are  listed  in  the  attached  computer 
printout.  Definitions  of  these  variables  are  contained  in  the 
"User’s  Manual"  for  the  computer  program. 


UNIT  HYOP.OGR APII  TtATA 
0.00  LAO-  .25 


END-OF-PEKIOD  PLOW 

HO. DA  HR.MN  PERIOD  RAIN  EXCS  LOSS  COUP  Q  HO. DA  HR.HN  PERIOD  RAIN  KXCS  LOSS  COHP 


I  ^  rnm  lA  . 

p*  r*  O'  r*  < 

•  >9  >C  r+  X  ( 

I  N  NN  N  i 


O  C  O  O  ■ 

I  o  o  o  o  < 


X  O'  ^ 
O  M  ^ 
O'  O  —  CN 
iNrtflrt 


o  o  o  o 
o  ©  o  o 


j^tOrtaNO^'»0«3'0-'OC"flNO«- 

m  -N  r-  —  n  *c 

n  <  io  to  tfl  ■«  >fl 

«or>«o*o<oio«Oior>«o.,or,i-4*0'4'»'»-r'4-* 


OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOCOf 

QOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOCO' 


»  -<  -c  </>  ro 

i  tO  X  30  <X 


(N  ^  n  <N  C>  ac 
i  IN  n  O  N  C 
—  i/N  VO  —  -•  «4  C 
flOCUN-fiiflifl 


'  o  ©  o  c 
I  o  o  o  o 


o  o  o  o  o  c  © 
o  o  o  o  ©  c  © 


nC  -CM© 

IN  fN  N  (N 


<«  N3  >C  O  >C  sO  Cf  IN  IN  NfNCNrjNMfSnNI 
N  N  INN  IN  N  IN  N  IN  m  n  l»l  rt  n  mm  o  «  ^  I 


N  IN  IN  N  I 
i  N  IN  IN  N  I 


CM  wO  NOInO 
I  IN  f>4  in!  PN 


•  •  •  • 

so  X  .0  . 


'isAO'Ooopin 
cn  pn  n  n  mn  n  n 


Vl4P*XO'S«<(Nn>|^4NX90^(,in<9  /I  -O  1^  33  fl>  o  -iNPl>*/l<|fN»3'd‘‘<Nri^^  o 

MWNNNSNKNNaStjSBSX 


I  I 

<*)  jo  o  n  i 


o  i*3  <o  jo  n 
<o  <o  n  .o  <o 


ViOwvOtOCwNO  </n(©  i00iiiCM0'nd<O^3<ii6^Qiij9iA3^Cii10^d>A0ii,l3^ei^0<n|3^Cl*n3^Cin: 

0-«HjN(NnPl4'»!^^aC-'l-NN.*jn.»  -4  JN  iA  o  o  —  IN  N  O  !•>  T  dAAOO-R-4NN  «'n  ^  ^aaoO**-Jnnii 

!•••{••  •••••!••  •••!•  ••4**j«*«#*  i*  •  4  •  •  4  •  •  «•••!•••••  •••  •.••*••• 

,fN  IN  N‘fN  N  IN  IN  IN  IN  .*N  IN  O  H  rt,  O  n  O  H  O  .O  H  O  n  ^  ^  >T  /N|  /l  A  -C  «fl  «  ««  O  « 


3/ie'^9^|0^5 

AOQQ**  Jnn» 


o  o  o  o  o  co  o  cjc  o  o  ©  ojo  ©odoodcoooo  dcooooqoooo© 

ij  J  '!’  '  SJ  '  -••••!-•*•  J  J  J  J  *  J  J  *  •  3  •  *  J  *•*  J  •  -  J  J  * 


■  ••••«  •  •  4 

>  —  -  —  —  -f . 

! 

I 


cocoooooc 

•  •  •*•••*••• 


'•'•!•••'•»•* . I  •  •  •  4  .  .  4  •  •  3  •  .  i  .  .  i  .  •  i . 

-  ,n  pw.  S'  —  IN  «4 

—  —  CMCN  —  -H  -M  — I  -M  -  *  JOOC-O'C'O'O  O  C 

II  !  I  I  I  j 

!  :  !  !•  i  !  MM! 


oooooooocooooooooooodoooooooooooooooooooooooDoooocoooc 


o  oooocooooo  oocoooooodooooc  oooooooo— —  — 

OOOCOCOOCOOCOCOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


9  ooo  o  ©  o  ©  ©  ©  c 


©ocooccocoooocoocoooooooooqococooooooocioocoooooooooo©© 


I  ~  —  eNNNN.NNNINfNnn.^l*inni.*'P,'0"l>l  -4  <4  -4  n*  A  A  A  A  A 


1  •  •  *•••••«•••»••  •»  •  •  •  ••••• 

;  i  I  i  i  i 

!  I  I  !  ■ 

Q-RNn^irtJN#^3-*IN.fl«»A«P»*  O'  O  -+  M  “O 


inO'^vC‘AO‘Ao^O'^O‘P'0^  o  *r»  d  o  *4  o  **  o^o  >oO'na.n©qo'n  o^C'OC./no^o  n  a  ^  t  s  ac  /n  c 

0-*-RlNWOrt'l  ^  A  /lOO^-NNrlPI^  4^A30-WNNPin4'i/'^30-^NNO.*'4  •l/\ACO--*NN.*' 


II  h  -4  *J  IN  N  r  NNNNINfiNNrinrtOrt.n 

JJ . ] . 1 . J--LL 


in  o  .o  n  n  ^  <r  <i  <t  4  4  4 


00  00c  ocoooc  ©coo  00  qoo  qooaooqoodooqoc  ooo 


:  8 «  ;  0  9  0  0  0  9  3 

>  * i  ooooooo 

I  3  !  ••**»«• 

1  o  t  ooooooo 

:  x  I 


#  jo 

n  .*n  sm  —  c  3  o 


!*  •  * 
a  «  ^ 

•  •  • 

0  A  A  i 
N  *4  —4  ■ 

9  *«.  .*n 

3  n  A  ; 

p  —  30  .n  x>  ot 

3 

*  —  w 

*'  •  * 

•  •  |« 

3  J  N  O  3  n  f**  5\  q 
^O^IN.XXSX.0 

--I - ' 


<  O  4  • 

>  in  ^  in 

•  -a 
j  n  ■«• 

<  c  1 
►*  * 


9  *  <  ; 
X  ►*  C  I 
m  a. 
X’^ai 

<eu; 
x  > 

i  o  { 


90—  «aj-430O^ 

900  ■'»  —  .»>  ,o  — 


* 

o 

i 

—  ui 

9  1  ac  > 

H  (J 

c  x  ~  w 

<  < 

u  sou, 

>  M 

U.  X  >  fe 

bi  a 

H  h  a  •  | 

U  H 

9  K«((J 

Cfe£  tfl 

3  <*■/!•' 

X  ai  s 

^AJ»«<*nNS04 

■n  >o  ►*  a  as  ?*  ?*  9*  — 
90000030-. 


3A0AS9A30 


El.  U 

I  O  OE  V) 

i  9  □ C 
KUO 
X  M  o 

!►■•«<  X 
»►*&.! 


O  o  O  O  o  9  O  i 

o  c  O  O  9  3  c  < 

•  •  •  •  •  »  • 

OOOOOOO* 


NNN  N»*  o  « 

—  *i  •*  —  3  c  C  * 


^  >9  <0  4  4  <6  -O  A  A 


^-33* 


3  O  N  X  9  A  N  A  f( 
3^^  ApAOiA^ 


*  9  !•  • 

o^h- 


>•  *•  r  -*• 

<  >o  } 


'O  ■*  9  <*»  <N 
A>  A*  3*  »  a  ® 
3  fl  ?  ^  N  N 
«n  «r  «  b  <n  n 
I  -  <N 


O  i-  n3A4.*4  3i.A»- 

<X  OA<XOC4>TCXIfM 

«  I 

3  0_5  ,  !  I 


•  i 9  (*t 

U  ^  f»  — 

<  «  ] 

—  p*.  1 

H 


»*<  93«C^Ma-»f'^0 

:HO  9  3  <n  9<  •«  —  St  a  — 

•  a.:  ••••••••• 

tK«  OO  -•  N  N  N  ^ 

:  a  u 

;  5  ! 


a*  > 

—  aa  aji^nna^nc 

0-1 

>  M  •  •  •  . . 

OK  • 

■i  91  JNNNNNVNN 

<fi  *  rx.fN.r-r-.r-.r'.Fv.r-.r* 

“  >  i  j 

«  . 


•  a*  »•  oa>o«ooo<^9o 
>OX  --«<SNn«fsrAO 


T*  ..  ."V  \(JK\  M-w 


t.S  -  5'  4  * 


_  '  *  V  tv  _  t  V  _  z  «* 


oooooo 


SOTT.O»A  0<*  CCK.C.U  -Z7"4. 


’•OP  Cw"  ?.‘-'.«CC.A  -  — 


<t-V'  C  VA  /P.  2 


:  70  «f  fiLLCfi 

•  i  in  C.I  ASS  n 

concur  rr. 


s  ust  n  n.o.  spec 
/  class  b  cxmcRert 
io  consumer  spill- 

•Ar  Anon. 


\  2 


PMASt  hi  C.0NSIS1S  Of 


j  consumer i'ig  conuuK  i prop  Kfreo  imio 

KOROCK.  PITH  ANCHORS  W  FXISIINO  SR  I  Lit  AT 
(IXPAiSiOA  BOLTS). 


™rnCl*r*K-10*  shall  nu  rut 

VO-D  RfltffH  tHt  ROCK  AND  THf 
rr  ;V’h':  concur rt  »,rH  class  b 

'*  *  "AxNfR  SAT.srACJOfrr 

4LL  PfATHFRCD  ROCK 

«yfPM.  Ann  rrems  shall,  as  far 
as  P.jSSlRl.f  PF  RFttrrfD  FROH  fHf 
r;'LlY  rrjf  rock  rfhoval  north  or 
£  *  <  $ f  i  v.i  STRcniffr  exrtHSion  or 
slrfiafr' b*10  or"f*  m,ahs,  see 


S^jCTv  CM 

C-'vJ 


AS  Sh'nm,  HftHOO  (X  AL ASTI nt 

if  ns  to  is  subject  to  approval 
of  thi  t no  i  net r 


m 


i' 


I  1  )  '/’P- 

'k  jfj 


v  li  il 


TRf MCMf S  70  *  "UfO  *J7*  C0*C«7f  S4K© 

....  trttt  V  l  Nf*F  »r  ’  r,  S  8«C*Flll  SHALL  Of  ^14C£D 
it  m  'Hf  F'. '.««£».  H«rf0l4l  f«CO,47f0^ 

4S  o>Rturo  8f  S47»Sf«T0«r. 


«■,:  I  rmi  trincv  *2  ft  11  non 

MSF  1  MrF  imtfss  OlHtRRISt 
n*ff.7fO  Fhr  FMf  FWinffR. 

<  I  „< 


fxisriw  CiROUHO  SORT  Act  - 


*<Rt  ABORtOAU  tnso  • 

1  QOS  2  4i*  SMALL  m 

RLArro  in  r  i#tRS  arc 

COnPACUO  *»  VtAAT  I  OH 


ornu  of  HAntR  nwm  I 

wr  ml 


cnnPAc.Tfi)  as  oiRfan  \ 

Hr  7MF  FN6lNff*  |  TC"  GW 


MW  vR>  At  »  •FWf  *<  RiRPAmJ 

lit  mtm  n  n I  '  Kfkt»  '*»  45  OiWt'lV 

;*  if  ,  N-zki  •*  »*  **»•*(» 

■K>  in  41  *  fc/'  '«  ® 

*r4(|  iv  .4tr»«  ra no, 

NOT  70  tCAU 


?!!  I? 


i  fitrrtirrn'T ' 

,w  ,*  ,  rnfarw  MMna  u  ron  or 

OOr tWO  500F4C# 

rr^*r«  wrji®  nr  i4tra4i.  TRrncM 


‘f  3 

«>:< 


_ I 


i  mtc*  ms  oiMcrto  m  m  emmet. 


nr  ml  tusumteo  «*5,f*a^T  m**Kr. 

5  muo  siinfjct  it  m/i  ar  msim  chock. 

hast  i  sum  l  rr  camera  oithih  to  prmim  oars. 


whom  mho  nJS'<c  n  rr  sw«u  M*r  to  lcss  rtm  •  rmom/m  m*  nor  nr  icmr*.  m mm. mots  mu  tor  ar  erne* 
ttm  k  Dimirt  no/,  kh  smu  wot  tr  lmii,  sthmigmt.  hut  mu  m  stmro  rtm  sice  ro  sinr  in  m  mm*,  urn- 
rnt.  twmm  si  mi  mu  cummer,  ms  show  nc*r.  smmu  *  miwraiafo.  rm  .huhts  tor  ar  sotrwr  aru>.  o-sitt.  on 
or**  rm  /mono  tr  rm  ttemtet. 

it  is  rtonsto  thmt  suttuis  (tcmMrrn  t/ttetm  m  meo  to  mss  si.am.  tewrm.  this  mu  ar  srvjicr  ro  m««c 
mi  rm  or  riot  ar  rtf.  emmet, 

ml i  xt tunes  pttTMmim  ro  mtarim,  atreerm  me  Mctpium.  mo  nn  utm  jmu  ar  mr  *•  n*  nrsnec 
KArrS'^aTSaiiSb*  ^  J"  thamm*  ",T*  n,s  »»"***«»•  T*  wm  put  is  amjezrto  emm  ar  Hr 


wank* 


tom  maw  <  nn  rr  rmm>  mil  tnum  am  m  rm  tto  tr  extmmm  Mr. 


NOVMft 


jyrsssw**1" 

mots  aat«  w»*arf  * 


smu  more  *osri  mo  atu  mm  mum  term  rm  Mr  itremrm  tin  catsrwcnm.  mruonat 


r  ar  suaraer  misi  oww»f*  tmr. 


coMioua  ft  omc.  foot. 

&  N\  tX-t. s/.  bOZ.  .O  'ft  r.'_  OF'  2.VXO 
rWt  FkClF'  •pJt.ftT  t>lO  OP 
5P"_(_VJ  £*.-<. 


*>< 


PHASE  II 

IRSTAU  UA  Ln.tr  CHIRUG ATFO  AUMimM,’S'0<^. 
Mia*  culytrt  *t*f .  ninihun  ave»  t* 

iltCMfS  r*oi  /vi fr  ro  rop  of  staff  at  — - » 

SECOND  UU"  IHSTALL  METAL  EHD  SECTlDM  \ 

a i  octrmstaer*  fun.  idcatioo  ro  m  \ 

unf  mined  <«  hud  trr  m  ehgiheer. 


PL 4 C.f  APPROXIMATELY  -  -.CUBIC  YARDS  COMTROLLID  EARTH 
mi  ro  sloped  shorh  oh  cposs  sections  (Sheets  ?-hj. 
fif  itTM  EXIST  IMG  SLOPES  AMD  STRIP  VECTARLl  MATTER  « 
DIRECTED  Rf  IHE  ENGINEER.  FILL  SHALL  S/LfCfg,** 

pfR  sprnnc.iTiONS  (»sx  cohpactiom).  reshape  slope. 

SEED  LIME  FERTILIZE  AMP  MIH.CM  IV  ALL  OlSWRREO 
V>cis  PROPOSED  no RR»  vniRCJ.  MIST  Of  APPROVED  or 
THE  ENGINEER.  EST ’HATED  HAUL  OISTAMCl  SHOULD  HOT 
EXCEED  ZSDO  Ft FT 


^  5 


'V-unhj.oe/ 

(VRYPOUJO 


CONSTRUCT  1*5  Ml  FT  CONCRETE  CUM 
AMP  GUTTER  (SEE  DETAIL  ON  CROSS  - 

sect  tons,  sheet  ?i.  grace  arc  exact 

LOCATI  ON  TO  Of  PE.  TERHIHED  IH  THE - » 

fiEUt  RY  THE  ENGINEER.  RACKf  ILL  IMG  / 

um  of  Pi  tr  lur.  «f>*n  tuMJTF  it  • 


”M/V 


Pi  i\v;  \|  1 

I  j!y^  ;^v|^ 


urn 


IR 2f4  "tLFT  (5fl  DETAnTBo^S}' 

CROSS  SECTIONS.  SHEET  ?)  £ - 

PROPERTY  LIME  STA.  11*00  AT  10 '  #T. 
TRAMSlTlOR  RUTTER  TO  REST  /RUT  OttoiMR. 

PHASE  I  OBSTRUCT  I  OH  COOS  I  STS  Of  THE  FOLLORIRG 


4.  SEEDIER .  I.IOm  AMO  PERT  ILlZiRG,  M TO  OllLCMIOO. 

Of  AIL  lUSTlMREO  AREAS EXCEPT  RMORAT . 

$  REPEAT. IOC,  ROAD  SURFACE  10  AREA  Of  TtOSlt »  CRACK. 

PHASE  I  SMML  Rf  CfRRLETfO  RITHIH  K>  OORtioO  DATS. 


I  I  PFRfORAT  IOOS  RER  FOOT  Of  LfHfiTH  Pf HFORTT  jOOSSliAU.  W  »(  LARGER 
I  ff»4f6HT.  RUT  SHALL  RE  SOAKED  FROM  *'{*’" J*  TfffL 

w,  SRAI.L  tt  OAlOTAlOED  RlPE  .HURTS  **  *  StM.ECOT  OtU).  0-RlOC.  OR 

0[  OREO  tO  ORESS  STORES.  HtWEVER.  THIS  SMALL  RE  SURJECT  TO  CHARGE 

Boo  nr  no  op  tM»  mmm  o»  *  _ 

WTKfUR^ 

■  turn  Mr  om  TTttmtm  *fn  cmsrmcrim.  HnAUutki 


PHASf  II  CONSTRUCTION  CONSISTS  OF  THE  FOLLOEiRG 


T.  COOSTIOKTIOM  OF  CULEIRT  PlRE,  OMR  AMD  GUTTER  \t  \ 
AMO  IHLET.  •  \i  . 

t.  PLAClHO  OE  COHTROUED  FILL.  \\  I 

5  r^r»*i,Sira  BEware  Sr5Kw«V\ 
4  s'&Mr4? www&sst  ■*«  \ 

*  ssssw iss  ffiffiiitfr- « *i"«  »  *<• 

PH4SE  II  5MU  Rf  O4*PL/rr0  RfTNfR  go  RORMIH6  OATS.  J 

2*5* »**/*<**  "  «Mr  IT  cowTRucrro  ' 

COMCHMERUr.  / 


41  m 


//  *1 


/j  PPGA/&SX  3 


